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Tech Memo #4: Existing
Transportation Conditions

Existing Transportation Inventory | Existing Transportation Conditions
Analysis



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

Inventories existing Evaluates traffic operations, Identifies network gaps and
transportation crash history, and deficiencies to establish
infrastructure and services multimodal performance framework of needs



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

Regional Highway White City Unincorporated Boundary ° °
; Road Network Findings

Statewide Highway IC _ ) Urban Containment Bm;r.c:iﬂ;;j .
OR 62 and OR 140 are primary
e thoroughfares

oy sty RN > Designations determine

L LR e function, cross section,

S T (et mobility targets, and access

T A management standards

OHP and Regional

. — highways

Figure 4 (Pg 12)



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

Local Truck Routes White City Unincorporated

= Road Network Findings

= Urban Confainment

OHP Freight Routes

OR 62 and OR 140 are primary
thoroughfares

- State Highway Netwaork

OHP Expressways and

National Highway System
routes

Reduction Review routes




TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

White City Unincorporated Boundary Road Network Fi nd i ngs

™ Camerg
== o~ - i
IC _j Urban Containment Boundary

¥ variable Message Sign .
& oo st v ITS (nfrastructure on OR 62 and
' e Rogue Valley Expressway

____________ e R - Cameras for real-time

roadway conditions
Variable message signs to
" pee B e' communicate moment in time
events
"k

Figure 14 (Pg 31)



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

M s e Contanmen sy Road Network Findings
@ 50-80 o . L. .
* Bridge sufficiency ratings vary

0" SR>80 = 1 structure (good
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M e = 7 structures (fair
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TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

R S P RS Traffic Operations Findings
R OR 62/Dutton Rd (#1)
= Fastbound approach experiences
| 9 high side-street delays/poor LOS
_________________ :": | {fi__.;_::_h: OR 62/Ave G (#2)

\ w2 @) e AM/PM peak hour queues exceed

T some lane storages

OR 62/Antelope Rd (#3)

e SRl [ AM/PM peak hour queues exceed

R esaaui ey ' some lane storages
OR 62/0R 140-Leigh Way (#4)
- Exceeds mobility target during AM

peak; approaches during PM peak

AM/PM peak hour queues exceed
some lane storages

Analysis methodology under ODOT review.
Intersection operations may be adjusted.



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

=  Angle @® Fatal c h H [ t F ) d °
A Fixed-Object or Other-Object Serious Injury ra S I S o ry I n I n g S
>

Head-On White City Unincorporated Boundary

% Bicyclist "} Urban Containment Boundary 7 34 C ra S h es Ove r 5 yea rS

2  Pedestrian
»  Rear-End

flcors i | 29 fatal/serious injury crashes
— (mapped)

:__E 7 /0% angle, rear-end, and
e i turning movement crashes

. "« " . Bicycle/Pedestrian Crashes
e TR 44% resulted in
T LT e fatalities/serious injuries

(compared to 3% of motorist

- © " CraSheS)

e = Accounted for 24% of all
fatal/serious injury crashes

Figure 24 (Pg 52) «



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

SPIS 2023 (2020-2022 Crashes) White City Unincorporated Boundary L] ° .
Crash History Findings

® TopS% "} Urban Containment Boundary

Exceed 90t Percentile Crash

Top 15%

___________________

Rates
OR 62/Antelope Rd
1= OR 62/0OR 140-Leigh Way
OR 62/Rogue Valley Expressway

Multiple SPIS sites that rank in

- i ______ Ij 55 =~ =R ! i
L Yee top 5-15 percentiles

Figure 25 (Pg 55) ' |
3 - Analysis methodology under ODOT review.
Intersection crash rates may be adjusted.



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

e Cismmeomn / Bicycle Network Findings
Shoulders 3+ Feet Wide Bi ke Ia neS p ri ma ri Iy a | O ng O R
62 and east of highway;

limited bike lanes available
west of highway

Cyclists mostly share the road
or use paved shoulders

Short paved path available
along OR 62

Shared Street (No Sharrows)

Figure 18 (Pg 38) |



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

00 g Sl S / Bicycle Network Findings
BLTS 3 White City Unincorporated Boundary MOSt a rterlaIS/CO| |eCtO I’S a re
BLTS 3 or higher due to:

ot - Higher traffic volumes and
et b ! [e]is=w=s SR
A ——t L5 T posted speeds

7 Limited buffered/separated bike
I 4 = B SN s facilities

e Ll | -
— BLTS 4 C _ ) Urban Containment Boundary
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o
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Figure 26 (Pg 57)



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

Urban Bicycle Risk Factor Rail Network ° ° °
ighest20% Bicycle Network Findings
Second 20% Nhi incorporated Boundary

22C O U0
Third 20%

— g | CenCmiany Some OR 62 segments
| present greatest crash risk to
cyclists in the state

telope Road

————

Figure 28 (Pg 61) |



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

Existing Sidewalks White City Unincorporated Boundary d hd N t k F’ d ®
- Partial Sidewalks "} Urban Containment Boundary Pe eStrI a n e Wo r I n I n g S
Existing Sidewalk Gaps

,, e Sidewalks primarily east of OR

62; some available along
highway and west

Pedestrians must use paved
shoulders or share the road
without sidewalks

OR 62 lacks dedicated
crossings, creating a barrier
for cyclists and pedestrians

FP————

Flgure 19 (Pg 40)



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

—
PLTS 2 Rail Network d s k : d'
e Pedestrian Network Findings
PLTS 3 Parks and School Grounds
BLTS 4 White City Unincorporated Boundary
Ll

I~} Urban Containment Boundary MOSt arterialS/CO”eCtorS are
. S— PLTS 4 due to:
Lack of sidewalks

Curb-tight sidewalks adjacent
to high-speed roadways

e

Figure 27 (Pg 59) |




TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

Urban Pedestrian Risk Factor Rail Network

— Vst 21 Pedestrian Network Findings

S fwii“EO% White City Unincorporated Boundary
e QUL’?T —"_} Urban Contcinment Boundary S O R 6 2 t
EO'JTM.QU;, O m e S eg m e n S
T— wesT LU
~ r 4

present greatest crash risk to
pedestrians in the state

’;/-"

Figure 29 (Pg 62) |




TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

ggjrcuiéﬂ 1;@?1 "y, 7 Bi cy cle & Pedestrian Network
- Rogue Valley Active

P i e 1y Transportation Plan

e T designates several existing

o SR < i | and planned Regional,

e T T e Connector, and Supporting

" | routes

FP————

Figure 20 (Pg 41)



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

RVTD Bus Stops White City Unincorpordted Boundary Pu blic Tra nsportation Findings

Park-N-Ride "} Urban Containment Boundary . . .
—— RVID 60: Whits Cty RVTD (s primary provider; SouthWest
— SouthWest POINT Bus Route POlnt rOUte present
Fixed-route and dial-a-ride service
available (recent service reductions
S B from federal funding delays)

Sl LT gZalt i | RVTD Route 60 rated as "good” in
o caill QMA due to:
FEL TR o | service frequency
T LA Travel time
Ty il Bus stop amenities
Connections to pedestrian/bicycle
facilities
SouthWest POINT rated as “poor
due to no access to route in study

dlréa

._ Figure 17 (Pg 36)



TM #4: Existing Transportation Conditions

White City Unincorporated Boundary Ra iI & Ai r Tra nsportation

#® Rail Crossings

-------- CORF [C_ ) Urban Containment Boundary A .
-] Flndlngs
Central Oregon & Pacific
e Railroad rall line present;

terminates at Rogue Valley
Terminal Railroad

No air transportation facilities
In study area; closest airport is
iIn Medford

Figure 21 (Pg 43)



Next Steps & Open
Discussion

AC Review Comments | Existing Conditions Analysis | AC Meeting #2



Next Steps & Open Discussion

1

AC to provide feedback on Project Team to analyze Future No- Look out for AC Meeting
Tech Memo #4 by November Build Conditions / Develop Draft #3 in early Spring 2026
14, 2025 Tech Memo #5

ODOT Project
Website
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